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TO F. P. A. MEMBERS 


he F. P. A. has been invited to send delegates to an In- 
mational Conference on Disarmament under the chairman- 
of Viscount Cecil in Paris November 26 and 27, the 
mpose being to provide an opportunity to discuss the dis- 
ment problem internationally, but from a non-govern- 
If any of our members are planning 


point of view. 


tbe in Paris on these dates, we shall be glad to furnish 
mbership credentials. 


General Library 
University of Michigan 


Ann Arbor, Mich. 


ARMAMENTS 


UNDER FIRE 


SHE conclusion of a one-year armament 
f truce as a step toward preparing the “moral 
josphere” for the World Disarmament Con- 
mce Was virtually assured on November 2 with 
B announcement that thirty-five governments 
i sent favorable replies to the proposal circu- 
sd by the League of Nations Council, in ac- 
irdance with the resolution adopted by the last 
pmbly.* All of the great powers, including 
United States, Soviet Russia, France, Ger- 
my, Italy and Japan expressed their willing- 
s to observe the year’s truce. 
nm subscribing to the truce, the governments 
iply agree “to refrain from any measures in- 
ng an increase in their armaments,” an ob- 
tion which most of the replies interpret as 
t inconsistent with normal replacements of men 
‘material. The American reply, forwarded by 
retary Stimson on October 30, expressed the 
pe that “by unconditional acceptance of this 
te an atmosphere of confidence will be cre- 
d,” but expressly declared “that it is the under- 
inding of this Government that the proposed 
ce shall not apply to construction which had 
n begun or for which contracts had been let 
or to its entry into force.” This means that 
® present naval building program of seven 
gers, three submarines, five destroyers, and 
ie aircraft carrier will be continued, but that 


Rew ships will be begun during the year of 
truce. 
Vhile this “gentlemen’s agreement” does not 
Meve any startling results, it may prove a 
Mificant factor in compelling the Disarmament 
Mierence to do more than merely renounce 
her increases in armaments. 
Meanwhile, the controversy over whether the 
fited States should build up to the maximum 
mts of the London Treaty, which has been 
dering ever since the ratification of that 


. — at Geneva,” F. P. A. News Bulletin, Vol. X, No. 49, 
, 1981. 


agreement, has been forced into the open by 
President Hoover’s indignation at statements 
circulated by the Navy League of the United 
States. On October 28, in a pamphlet signed by 
its president, William Howard Gardiner, the 
Navy League publicly charged President Hoover 
with attempting ‘“‘to restrict, to reduce, and to 
starve the American Navy,” and with exhibiting 
“abysmal ignorance” of why navies are main- 
tained. On October 29 President Hoover an- 
nounced his readiness to take the issue to the 
country, and declared: 

“In order that the country may know the untruth 
and distortions of fact in Chairman Gardiner’s recent 
pronouncement, I will appoint a committee including 
members of the Navy League, to whom agencies of the 
government will demonstrate these untruths and dis- 
tortions of fact. 

“Such an inquiry will absolve the members of the 
League who have not participated in this statement. 
Upon its completion I shall expect Mr. Gardiner to 
make a public correction of his misstatement and his 
apology therefor.” 

Accordingly, on November 2 the President 
announced the appointment of a committee “to 
examine the accuracy of such statements of presi- 
dent Gardiner of the Navy League as may be 
determined from departmental records.” 

While the American public will undoubtedly 
welcome a full exposé of the “true facts,” it is 
not altogether clear how these facts can be re- 
vealed by such an investigation. Most of the 
Navy League’s assertions, apart from those which 
attack the President personally, are based on 
technicalities. The Navy League attempts to 
prove by tables that the United States is lag- 
ging far behind the London Treaty ratios and 
will be further out-distanced by Great Britain 
and Japan as a result of a year’s building truce. 
The fundamental issue, however, is not whether 
the technical assertions of the Navy League are 
correct or false; it is whether the United States 
believes that a gigantic and expensive naval 
building program (which the Navy League itself 


admits will cost from $767,000,000 to $1,000,- 
000,000 between now and 1936) is essential in 
this time of world depression in order to assure 
the security of the United States. On that issue 
President Hoover is fully justified in appealing 
to the American people. W. T. STONE. 


England Ratifies the Return to Capitalism 

By an overwhelming popular and parliamentary 
majority, the British electorate on October 27 
gave the emergency National Government the 
“doctor’s mandate” for which its leader, Prime 
Minister J. Ramsay MacDonald, appealed. As 
was the case in 1929, however, the victorious par- 
ties secured parliamentary representation greatly 
in excess of their popular vote, the National 
Government groups gaining one seat for approxi- 
mately every 25,000 votes, Labour one for every 
130,000 votes. 

The composition of the new Parliament and 
the popular votes of the principal parties follow: 


NATIONAL GROUP 


; Popular Vote 
Party Seats (608 Constituencies) 
CONSETVALIVE  ........cceseereerereeees 471 11,780,487 
DF” | Oe 35 
Samuel Liberal ....................++ 33 1,891,106 
National Labourite .............. 13 344,282 
ES Ras eS ee eae 
554 14,015,875 
OPPOSITION PARTIES 
EE a ee 50 6,749,944 
Lloyd George Liberal ............ 4 233,104 
Irish Independent ................. 2 
IIIT, | sinsestccsccccccerocccccsece 3 313,142 
New Party (Mosley) ........... an 
Independent Labor ................ 2 
61 7,296,190 


In round figures, as compared with the 1929 re- 
sults, the Conservatives gained 3,000,000 votes 
while the Liberals lost 3,000,000 and Labour 
1,600,000 votes. Furthermore, Labour lost not 
only the seat held by its leader, Arthur Hender- 
son, but those of most of the loyal members of the 
former Labour Cabinet, while Premier Mac- 
Donald and J. H. Thomas, the chief Labour can- 
didates on the “national” ticket, were elected. 


On the side of the National Government groups 
the election was repeatedly emphasized as “na- 
tional” and “non-partisan” but since the great 
majority of the government candidates were 
Conservatives, many allusions were made to the 
necessity of protection as a solution of the na- 
tion’s problems. On the whole, the government 
groups contented themselves with an appeal for a 
free hand to deal with the three problems of 
stabilizing the pound, securing international ac- 
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tion with regard to war debts and balancing the 
nation’s trade. 

In contrast, the Labour party offered a definite 
program prefaced by the statement that “gocig). 
ism provides the only solution for the evils re. 
sulting from unregulated competition and the 
domination of the vested interests.’”’ The party 
proposed national ownership and contro] of bank. 
ing and a national board to control domestic ang 
foreign investments, pledged the restoration of 
unemployment benefits to the level from which 
they were cut by the National Government, de. 
manded national planning and control in the 
basic industries, and opposed tariffs. It agreed 
with the National Government in its plans for 
an international conference on war debts and 
proposed the addition of monetary policy to the 
agenda of such a conference, but pledged itself 
against either planned inflation or deflation. Ip 
the closing days of the campaign David Lloyd 
George, who had opposed the calling of the ele. 
tion, denounced the Samuel Liberals for thei 


willingness to accept some measure of protection | 


if necessary and asked that, in the interests of 
free trade, Liberals vote for Labour candidates 
in constituencies where no free-trade Liberals 
were standing. 

While a victory for the National Government 
was expected, no one was prepared for the tre. 
mendous defeat administered to Labour. This 
defeat may have been due to a popular reaction 
against the principles of socialism, but it was 
more probably accounted for by the traditional 
reaction against the party which had been in 
office during the depression. Another important 
factor, unquestionably, was that in the recent 


election there were only 99 triangular contests | 


as compared with 444 in the 1929 elections, when 
Labour secured more than a hundred seats on 4 
minority vote. As one result of the government 
triumph, however, Mr. MacDonald finds himself 
in the anomalous position of being the titular 
head of a government in which he has only 4 
handful of political followers, while Mr. Baldwin, 
the Conservative leader, is embarrassed by a con- 
tingent so large that its loyalty cannot be assured. 

Although Parliament assembled on November 
3, the King’s Speech is not to be read until No 
vember 10 and neither the program of the gov- 
ernment nor the personnel of the cabinet will be 
known before that date. Meanwhile, enactment 


of at least limited tariffs by the present govern- | 


ment seems certain in the near future, with the 
probability that Parliament will take almost im- 
mediate steps to prevent wholesale “dumping” 
of foreign products before a tariff can be adopted. 


WILBUR L. WILLIAMS 
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